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~·'theblased medical <'loctors, who rule tho exam!. Iningboard by a Voto of 8 to 2, al'bltl'al'ily
;' reius(d to examine a~y more OSlC;:OPf( '118 fOl
, pp.:Ticlan and Burgeon lIcenSE;;,
,
'Ilie osteopathic cclleFe broug-ht suit to compel
, the medical board to again Rdmit its graduates
to the physician a nd ~ourbC!0n examination,
Judge Wellborn found ,that the ,college complied in evel'Y respf'ct WIth the rp.Qulrements of
the law for a physician and surgeon college
and ordered the uoard to agan examine its
graduates. Thi" decision was !J ah'med by the
appellate and the supH'me courtl>.
Notwlth!3tanoing this verdict (If the court, and
notwithstanding the fact th8 t '3t;;\'eral hundred
osteopaths had previously PI'oVt;d theIr compeb

tency by passing the physician and surgeon
examinaticn, opr prof~ssioll ha' obtained no
relief from this medical tyranny. 'rhe medical
\,olir(l 15 determined to kill our college and
Buppress osteopathy in California.
We appeal to the people for reL",f. We can
not get justice from medical doctors. They are
hlased and prejucliC'ed a~ainHt 'Jsteopathy. The::
are competitors of osteopathic physicians and
surgc':Jlls and therefore :hey should not have the
legal power ~o !icense, or to refuse to ilcense or
I
to revoke the licens<:'s of osteopa ths.
.
The 80]e function of the ll1edical examining
board I~ to license and to revoke licenses to
fJraetl~e,
Voters should 'lot be deceived by
false claims that this boar<i has anything whatever to dn with the "conserva Hon of the public
health" or with "protecting the public" or with
any health m.J.tters whatsoever.
The State Board of Health has full charge of
all hoal(h la\vs. This act does· not In any way
change the power of the Board of Health, or of
the federal and state narcotic enforcement.
boards, or of any LoarLl: C'xcept, that It remoVt~S
osteopaths frum the power of medical doctors
ancl putE' them under tht} jurtsdiction of competent osteopaths, selected by the Governor.
Medica! coJl"ges and graduates are left as now,
\ under the j\lrisdiction of mcdical doctors.
~{,hls fict does not change the standards of
education and pxamination now required by iaw.
It leaves the legislature free to change th08
standards at any se~19ion,
The only issue is fair and intelligent admlnistrlttlon. Tila present physif'\an and surgeon
law is all right. Its admInIstration Is all wrong.
Tho law Is nonlJartisall. Its administration 1s
deadly part Isa 11.
Vote "Yes" and guarantee to the people tho
highest sta.,dard of osteopath'c service.
Vote "Yes" anll give jusdce ',0 osteopathy
wit.hout dOing injustice to any othe1' system.

llcen,l".. and """,.tlon 01 Phl'.lclan,:ri4-.u..;

"C?ll

g~'~~TB a~~t~~~g:~~~ ~tct~~llrtr::· essential ju~~~i
'{hctlOn, duties and lunctlonfJ of the present state·

··ttl

boarq; it repeals vital public b.(>a/th sacPgUe.rOl!'
j~
and educational reqUirements and grants a
-.11
board of five drugless osteopaths the Incon..
Sj
siste!lt and dangerous power of I!c~n8lng ost€O~:.~.~~.'
pathlc ,graduates, without adequate training ami
.;;'
educatJoJ1, as physicians and surgeons.
' ,",
Unoel' the loose al1d lavish term* ot this" ';~i
Osteoprtthlc Act, all graduates of ont>2opathla
':.i'.;:,.
schools and drugless practitioners graduated
from osteopathic schools, may be I1censcd aa
;;'
physicians a :Id.. surgeons with the full l~gnl
~,~~
prlvllege to adm1nister the most dangerous drugs
'.,,'
a,no perform thp. most serious surgIcal opera.
~
tJOn~3. This ofi'ers a very easy but avery
~
{la.ngerous way to make physician.!! and Burgeons.
~:
"VHAT IS OSTEOPATHY?
i~
"1'1;'he sutpreme tlcourt or Callfornla statea,
_!,~c: ,
.Jlcep"e 0 prac ce osteopatlly should not !Ii!
;C;'
. deeme'" to Huthorlze the pracilce of medlctne
11
. and surger:, -requirements for a. l!cense to
!l
practice osteopathy and for a physician's and
Hurg!}On's IIce.lse have always been dIfferent:'"
Another supreme ('ourt decIsion suys: "Osteo~
pathy admtnlster>1 ,10 drugs; it uses no knlr~.."~j
~he Eta ndard (.tu!onary defines osteopatby:
i:
The treatment of disease without di'ug& or
~1
k~life • * .... The SOCiety for the Advancem~nt
or Osteopathy says: "Osteopathy is the original ..• ~!
,science of slJinal ad),'.\stmant," '.rhe founder ot, . - ~[r,:..osteopathy, Dr, A. '1', Stili, declares: "We
t
opposed to the use of drugs."
"
In 1:)20 the people of Callfornla defeated. tbe
osteopathic referendum on ths sale of pOison
"_,i.'"",,'
act by a majority of 2('9,0')0 votef:!. This
"
empha.tic verdict. of the p~opl~ against t~G
.~
osteopathic referendum 3peclncally upheld th~
~
Jaw pl'ohiblting I)steopatha f.'om prescribIng
,~.
narcotics.
'
C
DespIte this decisive defeat an Osteopathic
J
Act was presented to the 1921 legiSlature. The
' f~
California legislature eonsld~red the nbsurQ
'<:
accusations of incompetency and ullfairness
.' ,~;
lodged by osteopathic. partisans against, too
'c~ll
present Board ot Medleal Examiners, allal)--zed
'.. '.' .
the InconSistent features of the measure and'··
rejected the osteopathic contention by a two-':,
thirds majority a~ needless and dap5reroul§
legislation, Since 1901 osteopaths bave beeltj._~
examined a,nd lle-cnsed to practice thelrdrugless
.~
method In California. Any osteopathic or otherc~
drugle~s practitioner who has adequate f!11'.t~, ~
ca~ion can now secUl'C a, phYSician and surgeon
"~
eertitlca te by passing the higher examination
' ".
required for physicians and surgeolls. DUring
t
th'e past eight years 48% of the gradm••es or
~
osteopathic schools who have taken this 'alialn·'1
lew,tion have failed to pass. In imprc!'slv6 con..
!:
trast-100% of the graduates ot the Unlverslt)'
II
0:' California, of Stanford and the Colloge of
i
IVledical Evangelists havo passed. The 05too..
1
pathic Act would benefit "the 48% gnldUs.fes"j
but endanger the public.
l
Appllca nts who fail to pass the state ElXllm-I
illation !1eed more education, not more boards.
1
Vote "No" on Number' 2 0 . ,
'I:.
DR. W. T. MCARTHUR,·
Secretary, League fOl' the Conservntll.\ll
of P11blic Health.
>
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DR. CHAS. l-I. SPENCER.

ARGUMENT AOAINS1- CREATING
NEW
BOARD OF OSTEOPATHIC EXAMINERS.

This "Osteopathic Act" is a misnomer. It hl1s
practically nothing' to do with osteopathy. It Is
self-contl'adlctory - and wholly at YUriatlce with
the wc\l-s3ttled definlt.ions of osteopathy in
coul't decisions, in dlctivnaries and In 08':.eopathic literature. In combination with Number
16, the Chiropractic Act, it proposes to create
twa now bo~rds of r.r1,~dicHI examiners In Callfornia which would dly!de and confuse the

"!
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Pf\OHIElIT~NG SPECIAL LAWS. senate Constitutional Amenument 31l, adding S0CtiO~l 2:;a t.o Article IV of Cor.stitution. Declares that the legislature
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YES

shall not, pass any specIal or local law's creating irrigation, reclaniHlt~~n,
drainage or Hood control c1ifltrlcts, but shall pr()\'ldo for tho organ zauon
anll g'ol'c"nment of such districts by gelleral law.

---"------,----

Senate Constitutional Amcndment No. 3G-A
resolution (0 propose tu the pecpie of the
State of Ca1!f0l'l'ia that the cons~il\ltlon of
eaid state b,~ an1L'lI(jpd b,), H(l<ling to fil't!C'lo
fnnr a Tlew secti()}1 to he numhered twentyfive a, relative to spt'elill laws,
Resolved JJy tho 13C'na tc, tho n.ns~nl~)ly (!ol\c\\l'~

ring. 'rhat the Ieg'lsla!ul'e of the Stntc of California at Its fOl't~'-fc)\lI'th rt'gll!IlI' :;c.'SSIOll. com·
l1)encing on the thll'd day of .iallIlary. lk:; thOll·
81lml nine IlltlJ(h'('(\ tW('ntY·Ollt', two-thirds l)f till)
ilwmbt'ra deetpt\ to ('nell of tho hom~es thel'~ot
votln'" In favol' hel'C'of. hel't'hy PI'OPM<:S to the
PN)pl~ of tilt' ~tat~ llf Callforn!t\ to all"ncl tho
coni!tltuUon of Ill" slat(\ by n(\<lIng 1\ 1\ew section
rOM h\\l1,INd ~'''.\lk'i1)

fwenty-flve a and tl) read as folloWIii:

,;.;

.\

'

a~y \·~ation.

able to cstibllsh
ir
drainage or flood control1h.trlct except
law applicable to all part£! of the state.
matter how urgent the need\for such a
PROPOSED AMl!lNDMENT.
in some part of the state and no matter what
Sec. 25a. The legislature shall not pass any
appoial circumstances arise making desirable th~
special or local '::.ws Cl'eating irrigation, reclamapassage of a specIal act creating such a district:
t.\on, drainage or flood control districts but shall
the legislature and the people themselves Would'
provIde for tho organization and government of
be rendered powerl~ss to act by the adoption of
such districts by general law.
this amer;dment, ex';!ept by the tedious proc~
of another constitutlOnal amendment.
ARGUMENT IN FAVO~ OF SENATE CONCal1fornla has a very extensive area and
STI1"U'TIONAL AMENDMENT NO. 36.
Includes a great many communities with a very
By Ilection 6 of article II, tho legl>jlature is
great variety of conditions as to sources of W'lter
now forbidcten by apecial act to create corporasupply, drainage faclilUes, crop possibilities, et'.'
tions for municipal purposes. t> Jrigin~lly the
It is Impossible that any ou0,can forence what
legislatUre could create by special acts clties and
legislation may become desirable for· the ~t
towns, but the liability to the abuse of this , development of our several commUl~ities and It
rower and the time taken upon such matters to
Is entirely Improbable that such Ii variety of
the exclusion of Important legislation led very
conditions can always be met by general laWs.
early in our history to the prohibition of the
We already have many reclamation, drainage
creation of such corporations by special act.
and flood control districts created by IJPeclal
Originally, Irrigation, reclamation and slmllar
acts. In fact inost of the reclamation dIstrIcts
dlstrlc~s Wtlre not often created and no. C?ccasion
of the state have been either established or
until recently has arisen fol' prohibltmg .tho
validated by special acts.
The Los AOglJle3
creation of s11ch districts hy special legislatIOn.
County Flood Coutrol District was created by
,WIthin the past few years, ev'.lI'Y session ~f the
special act. None of these districts could have
l~glslature has b(len called upon to crea.e by
been established except by general law had the
'special acts (or to enact special legislation with
proposed amendment been a part of the constituregard to) such f1istrlcts, and it Is very evident
tion. and doubtless some of the districts would
that the same argument which justified the proeither have never been establlshed or established
hIbition of the <;reutlon of cities by spe~lal acts
at a later date haa It been necessary to overapplies equally to these semi-municipal bodies.
come the o!lPositio!1
general laws affecting all
There is even greater danger of abuse because of
communiti-:03 of the state.
the. greater variety of circumstance8 that may
Ca1ifo~'nla has much undeveloped land and
arlee in connection with these districts. and there
whenever the draInage or Irrigation of any such '
would appear to be no argument against the
land call be brought about by the establishment
r9quirement of the enactment of uniform laws
of a district by speCial act, such an act should
under which the people residing in these ~is
be passed and no constitutional bar should be
tricts and charged with their support. familiar
set up.
with the circumstances, could themselves deterThis amendment, if adopted, would make cur
mine upOn the org" -dzaUon of such districts.
constitution, already too restrictive. still more
without interference by the legislature.
The
restrictive. It, is fundamental that a constitutIon
eirect of this amendment w!1\ be to compel the
~hou~d be limited to general principles and
legislature to !'oact such gelleral laws as will bA
should neither contain detailed statutory pNwi- [
sufficiently flexible to permit the people residing
sions nor restrict beyond a necessary minimum
in any locality requiring the organization of , the power of the iegislature to legislate upon
such dlstrict.1:> themselves to provide for and
any subject. It is generally conceded that the
determine upon the organization.
constitution of California, unllke the constitution
J. L. C\ IRWIN,
of the United States. violates both of these .
State SenatOl' 'l'hlrty-second Dlstl'i~t.
fundamental principles. Our effort. therefore.
should be to simplify our state constit1ltion by
L. L. DENNETT,
removing restrictions rather than to make It
State Senator Twelfth DIstrict.
worse by imposing still "l1ore restrictions u~n
the legislature.
ARGUIVi!':::NT AGAINST SENATE CON$TI1,;U·
Vote "No" on this amendment.
"t'iONAl. AMENDMENT NO. 36.
L. D. BOHNETl".
There is ~lO neceflsity for this constitutlor.al
Member of Assembly 1909-11-13.
amendment and it can serve no useful purpose.
Attorney for State \Vater Commission
If adopted. neIther the legislature nor ti'e people
1916-21.
themselves, through the Initiative power, will be

to arUc!e four of the conatltution to be numbered

'0

Assembly Constitutional Amendment 13, amending ~3pc
tion 1 of Articl8 II of Constitution. iAdds to present sectir>n pro\'iso
authorizing legislative provision permitting registered voters, absent fl'om
their voUn g precincts at allY primary or g'eneral election because of
occupation requiring travel
federal or stnte military or nu\"al service.
to vote In :home p~ecifl.ct prlo'r to mecUon. or nt any municipality within
thh; state on ele~t.ion day, or at any place if nngaged in such sC'I'\'lce. all
votes cast ()]sewhere than in home precinct to bo reeeived by county clerk
of h()me precinct within two weel{s ()f election .

ABSENT VOT,ERS.

22
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AS!lHmbly Constitutional Amendment No. 13-A
resolution to propose to the people of the
State I)f California an amendment to tho
constltut\on of said state by amending section one of article two thereof. !'elatlng to
the right of suffmge,
Resolved by the assembly. the senate conctlr*
ring. That the Icg'lslature of the State of California, at Its reguhll' seollion commencing on tho
t.hlrd day of January. 0110 thoulland nine hundred twontY-Ol)0, t\''Il)-thlnla of a.ll the mem,)CI'1l
[(lUll h\lIHlr~d olr.httf\!ll

7ES

---NO

---------------------~-----elected to each of the t'\'O houses of said legiS-\
latUl'o voting in fa VOl' tlwreof. herchy prol1(\.,,<'('S _
to tho people of the State of Califlll'nia that .
section one of artlek two of tilt' constitut!,)i\ (If
this state be amended to rl'fld as foll~"\'S:
PROPOSIo)D

A~! :\xn~!

1':1'1'.

(Proposed chang'es In pro\'\sions

tU'O

printed In

hla('\,-t'aced tYlll',)

Seotlon 1. r<:\'el',' llntl\'o l'1thwn of tl\(' t;nltcd
Stn tos, every P(,),~;)l1 who gha 11 h:\\'e fiC\1111l'<-i
tho rights of eltlzl'llt"hlp undt,!, or by virtue (I.

